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Abstract
General relativistic cosmology cannot be reduced to linear relativistic perturbations super-
posed on an isotropic and homogeneous (Friedmann-Robertson-Walker) background, even though
such a simple scheme has been successfully applied to analyse a large variety of phenomena (such
as Cosmic Microwave Background primary anisotropies, matter clustering on large scales, weak
gravitational lensing, etc.). The general idea of going beyond this simple paradigm is what charac-
terises most of the efforts made in recent years: the study of second and higher-order cosmological
perturbations including all general relativistic contributions – also in connection with primordial
non-Gaussianities – the idea of defining large-scale structure observables directly from a general
relativistic perspective, the various attempts to go beyond the Newtonian approximation in the
study of non-linear gravitational dynamics, by using e.g., Post-Newtonian treatments, are all ex-
amples of this general trend. Here we summarise some of these directions of investigation, with
the aim of emphasising future prospects in this area of cosmology, both from a theoretical and
observational point of view.
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1 Introduction
The large-scale structure (LSS) of the Universe is the result of the evolution of cosmological per-
turbations generated during inflation: quantum fluctuations of the inflaton field set the seeds of
curvature perturbations at primordial epochs. The theoretical study of structure formation connects
the early, quasi-homogeneous Universe with the highly inhomogeneous one observed today. Gravita-
tional instability is the process that drives the growth of cosmological perturbations into cosmological
structures and is governed by the equations provided by General Relativity (GR). However, given
the large dynamic range required to study the formation of LSS, more than six orders of magnitude
in density and five or more orders of magnitude in scale, any such study is carried out with the use of
different approximations, depending on the specific range of applicability. We study large and small
scales in two different ways. Relativistic perturbation theory around a homogeneous and isotropic
background, the Friedman-Robertson-Walker (FRW) solution, is used at large scales (of the order
of the Hubble horizon), where the growth of structures is at an early stage. Even if second (or
even higher)-order perturbations are considered, e.g., to compute non-Gaussianity (NG), the matter
density perturbations must be small for this description to apply. At smaller scales, well inside the
Hubble horizon, GR is replaced by Newtonian gravity and non-linear gravitational instabilities are
studied by means of Newtonian N-body simulations or by approximate analytical expressions ob-
tained for example via perturbation theory, the Zel’dovich approximation, [1], or its extensions. The
shortcoming of this treatment is, obviously, that it does not include GR effects. This split (early-
times and large scales vs late times and small scales) simplifies things immensely and in these two
limits the approximations adopted do not introduce any significant limitation. Away from these two
limits however the approximations are not guaranteed to hold true.
In particular, there are situations where we have to overtake this distinction, e.g., if we want to
study structure formation including relativistic effects in a context where non-linearities are impor-
tant, even within the Hubble horizon. Moreover upcoming large-scale structure surveys (such as the
Euclid [3] galaxy survey) will probe scales approaching the Hubble horizon, where the Newtonian
approximation is no longer valid. Finally, we have to take into account that the observations are
performed along our past light cone, not at a fixed instant of the cosmic time: on large scales and at
large distances it becomes necessary to include light-cone and gauge relativistic effects for the correct
interpretation of all the data (for a pioneering analysis of the relevance of relativistic cosmology for
LSS, see [2]).
The outstanding accuracy reached or reachable by the observations, motivates the theoretical
efforts to obtain accurate predictions of these effects.
A relativistic treatment of galaxy clustering is essential to understand the relation between the
cosmological dynamics in GR (or in alternative theories for gravitation that can be tested) and the
observables: cosmological perturbations in the space-time metric affect the photon path via lensing
and redshift-space distortion, frame dragging, gravitational redshift, Sachs-Wolfe effect etc. For a
recent assessment of the relevant effects on the galaxy correlation function at very large scales see [4].
A consistent derivation of all these effects at large scales was given at first order in [5, 8]. Recently
these analyses were extended at second order, see [9] and [10, 19, 17] for the calculation of some
cosmological observables. A second-order calculation is crucial because the linear (scalar) modes
generate non-linear (vector and tensor) ones, many of which are not taken into account in Newtonian
theory, and play an important role in the dynamics of perturbations.
A proper application of the GR formalism to observations would however also require a GR treat-
ment for galaxy bias which is highly non-trivial, because of the gauge choice, which is related to the
choice of the time slicing for the matter density, see in particular the discussion in [20]-[24].
In this context, a closely related issue is that of the study of deviations from Gaussian statistics
of the cosmological perturbation field. In the simplest (single-field, slow roll) inflationary models
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the deviations from Gaussianity of the initial fluctuation field are small and unobservable. Non-
linear gravitational evolution induce specific non-Gaussian signatures which are of high-signal to
noise. In addition, since inflation generates perturbations in the potential but large-scale structure
observations map the density perturbation, on scales comparable to the horizon GR effects might
introduce a mis-match of the statistical properties of the two fluctuation fields.
Future, high-precision measurements of the statistics of the density and peculiar velocity fields
from the LSS will allow us to pin down the non-Gaussian signal, thus providing a tool complementary
to studies of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies. It is therefore important to
interpret the non-Gaussian signal in the LSS, understand how it can be separated out from the
non-linear one and investigate if there are clean GR contributions.
The plan of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we consider sufficiently large scales and present the
basic guidelines to capture the relation between primordial non-Gaussianity, dark matter density and
gravitational potential, at second order in perturbation theory. We then consider the GR correction
to the large-scale halo bias in Sec. 3. In section 4 we consider the post Newtonian approximation of
GR in a fully non-perturbative perspective, which can be used for a unified description for linear and
non-linear scales, including the first GR corrections. All our calculations are performed assuming
a flat universe with irrotational and pressure-less cold dark matter plus a cosmological constant as
FRW background. The results are presented in the synchronous (and time-orthogonal) and comoving
gauge which is appropriate for LSS studies (e.g., to estimate the Lagrangian bias of dark matter halos)
as pointed out in [20]. Finally we conclude in section 5.
2 GR effects on large scales
Non-Gaussianity (NG) has become a new branch in early Universe cosmology. If detected, primordial
NG would be the most informative fingerprint of the origin of structure in the Universe, probing
physics at extremely high energy scales, including particle physics interactions (for recent reviews see
[27, 28, 29]), as well as possible deviation from GR at such scales [81]. Constraints on the amplitude
and form of primordial NG allow one to discriminate among competing mechanisms for the generation
of the cosmological perturbations in the early Universe, in that different inflationary models predict
different amplitudes, shapes, and scale dependence of NG.
A convenient way to describe primordial non-Gaussianity is to consider the curvature perturbation
of uniform density hypersurfaces. This is a gauge-invariant quantity which remains constant on
super-horizon scales after it has been generated during a primordial epoch (and possible isocurvature
perturbations are no longer present) and therefore provides the initial conditions. In general, we may
parameterise the primordial NG level in terms of the conserved curvature perturbation, which up to
second order is expanded as, see e.g., [26], ζ = ζ(1) + (1/2) ζ(2) = ζ(1) + (anl− 1) ? (ζ(1))2 + · · · , where
? stands for a convolution, as the parameter anl for different inflationary scenarios may depend on
scale and configuration1, for a review see [27]. In the standard single-field inflation ζ(2) is generated
during inflation and is proportional to
(
ζ(1)
)2
, the constant of proportionality (anl − 1) is O (, η)
where  and η are the usual slow-roll parameters.
When focusing on observations of the CMB on large angular scales, the contribution of primordial
NG is transferred linearly to leading order; therefore it is convenient to introduce the potential Φ,
directly proportional to the comoving curvature perturbation, as Φ = 3/5ζ; in matter domination
and on super-horizon scales, Φ is equivalent to Bardeen’s gauge-invariant gravitational potential.
However, when considering LSS the natural quantity to consider is the matter density contrast δ,
which takes NG contributions from various sources, so that its relation to ζ is not as simple. It is
therefore not straightforward to single-out the primordial NG signal in the matter density contrast
and compare it directly with CMB constraints. Here we address this by “meeting half way”, i.e. by
1For constant anl (or fNL, see below), i.e., for to so-called local NG, the convolution reduces to a simple multiplication.
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connecting ζ and δ to the gravitational potential Φ. Other approaches have also been explored (e.g.
[20, 31]) leading to similar conclusions.
To characterise the amplitude of NG in the matter density contrast beyond the usual second-order
Newtonian contributions we follow [25] and introduce an effective gravitational potential Φ obeying
the standard Poisson equation
−∇2Φ = 3
2
ΩmH2δ, (1)
and at an initial epoch, deep in matter domination, we write
Φin = Φ
(1)
in + fNL ? (Φ
(1)2
in − 〈Φ(1)2in 〉). (2)
In these expressions Ωm(τ) is the FRW matter density parameter at conformal time τ , Φ ∝ g(τ), g(τ)
being the ratio of the linear Newtonian growing mode and the FRW scale factor a, and H denotes
a−1da/dτ . The dimensionless non-linearity parameter fNL sets the level of quadratic NG and is also
defined to make contact with the primordial NG: because of the linear relation between ζ and Φ,
in general fNL = 5/3(anl − 1). A Gaussian distribution of primordial perturbations corresponds to
fNL = 0, (anl = 1). Note that the bispectrum corresponding to Eq. (2) is
BΦ(k1, k2, k) = 2fNLPΦ(k1)PΦ(k2) + cyc. (3)
While this is strictly correct for constant fNL (local non-Gaussianity) we can introduce a scale- and
shape-dependent non-linearity parameter, fNL(k1, k2, k), which generalises the standard definition
of [32] inferred from the Newtonian gravitational potential. In this case Eq. (3) would involve a
convolution rather than a simple multiplication.
All NG in the matter density contrast can be written explicitly by expressing the Fourier space
δk, in terms of the linear density contrast, δ
(1)
k , and defining the kernel Kδ(k1,k2; τ) as
δk(τ) = δ
(1)
k (τ) +
1
2
δ
(2)
k (τ) (4)
= δ
(1)
k (τ) +
∫
d3k1d
3k2
(2pi)3
Kδ(k1,k2; τ)δ(1)k1 (τ)δ
(1)
k2
(τ)δD(k1 + k2 − k) . (5)
We can further write the kernel as
Kδ(k1,k2; τ) = KNδ (k1,k2; τ) +
3
2
ΩmH2fNL(k1,k2, τ) gin
g(τ)
k2
k21k
2
2
, (6)
where k2 ≡ |k1 +k2|2 and KNδ (k1,k2; τ) is the second-order Newtonian kernel arising from non-linear
gravitational evolution.
To find an explicit expression for fNL, consider the GR density contrast up to second order
δ =
100
9H20
[
f(Ω0m) +
3
2
Ω0m
]−1{
D+(τ)
[(
3
4
− anl
)
(∇ϕin)2 + (2− anl)ϕin∇2ϕin
]
+
+ D+(τ)
3
20
∇ϕin + D
2
+(τ)
14H20
[
f(Ω0m) +
3
2
Ω0m
]−1 [
5
(∇2ϕin)2 + 2∂i∂jϕin∂i∂jϕin]} , (7)
were D+ denotes the linear growing mode, f(Ωm) ≡ d lnD+/d ln a; the subscript 0 denotes the
quantity at present time, while the subscript in refers to quantities at the initial time. This shows
how the information on the primordial NG, set on super-Hubble scales, flows into smaller scales,
once the mode re-enters the horizon: the Newtonian first and second-order terms in the second
line are insensitive to the non-linearities in the initial conditions, whereas it is the second-order PN
contribution of the first line which carries the relevant information on primordial NG (as was first
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pointed out in [30]) 2. Replacing the last expression in Eq. (4), allows us to re-express this result in
terms of Φ. This yields an explicit expression for fNL,
fNL(k1,k2) =
[
5
3
(anl − 1) + f infl,GRNL
]
(8)
where
f infl,GRNL = −
5
3
[
1− 5
2
k1 · k2
k2
]
. (9)
This expression contains two contributions: the first concerns the primordial NG and the second
(f infl,GRNL ) is due to the horizon-scale PN corrections. This contribution to non-Gaussianity has re-
cently received attention. In particular, for large-scale modes that enter the horizon deep in matter
dominated era, no perturbation growth is expected before matter domination so their entire growth
history can be modelled in the standard way assuming matter domination. Non-Gaussianity in-
troduced by non-linear growth is negligible on very large, linear scales. Still at very large scales
comparable to the Hubble radius there is a contribution, f infl,GRNL , to NG arising from GR corrections.
This was first pointed out in [30], but it was not until 2009 that this issue was reconsidered in light of
evaluating the contribution to the observed fNL of LSS, from nonlinear growth of modes that entered
the horizon during the radiation era [33] and in light of making a possible connection to observable
quantities [5, 20]. In a pioneering work, the authors of [5] pointed out that in a general relativis-
tic description of galaxy clustering one automatically includes several effects which were perviously
dealt with separately; indeed the observed redshift and position of galaxies are affected by matter
fluctuations and gravitational waves between the galaxies and the observer, and the volume element
constructed by using the GR observables differs from the physical volume occupied by the observed
galaxies. On the other hand the authors of [20] argued that the comoving time-orthogonal gauge is
the correct reference to obtain predictions for the LSS power spectrum on large scales.
Other approaches to obtain f infl,GRNL have since been presented in the literature see e.g., [31].
Despite the apparent difference in the equations, it is easy too see that our Eq. (9) and equation
(A.12) of [31] become exactly the same in the squeezed limit where NG is maximal and on large
scales.
The non-Gaussianity arising from Eqs. (8,9) therefore has the following characteristics:
• Inflationary models different from the standard slow roll would yield corrections to the first
term. In particular in models where fluctuations are created by an additional light field different
from the inflation would produce a large local non Gaussianity. Models with higher derivatives
operators or modifications of the vacuum state would also produce extra contributions, not
described by anl − 1.
• fNL is non-zero even if the –strictly speaking– primordial contribution is zero because of the
presence of f infl,GRNL .
• f infl,GRNL is peculiar to inflationary initial conditions. Perturbations on super horizon scales are
needed to initially feed the GR correction terms. The significance of this term is analogous to the
well-known large-scale anti-correlation between CMB temperature and E-mode polarization: it
is a consequence of the properties of the inflationary mechanism to lay down the primordial
perturbations. In standard slow roll inflation f infl,GRNL > |aNL−1|, meaning that GR corrections
dominate fNL.
It is clear that a detection or measurement of f infl,GRNL would have profound implications for our
understanding of the behaviour of GR on large scales and it would offer a powerful consistency check
for one of the basic tenets of modern cosmology.
2While the PN contribution is exact, the Newtonian expression is valid under the approximate that f(Ωm)/Ωm ≈ 1.
See [31] for the exact solution.
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3 Detectability of GR effects on large-scales halo bias
It has been shown that primordial non-Gaussianity affects the clustering of dark matter halos on large,
linear scales, inducing a scale-dependent bias. This scale dependence is particularly marked and grows
at large scales for the case of local non-Gaussianity [34, 35]. This can be physically understood by
considering that halo clustering can be modeled by that of regions where the (smoothed) linear dark
matter density field exceeds a suitable threshold. For massive halos, the threshold is high compared
to the field rms. The two-point correlation function of regions above a high threshold for a general
non-Gaussian field has an analytical expression [37] which depends on all higher-order (connected)
correlations but for most cases in cosmology only terms up to the three-point correlation function
(the bispectrum) matter. Thus, on large scales, there is a correction to the standard halo bias due
to the presence of primordial non-Gaussianity which can be written as:
∆bh
bh
=
∆c
D+(z)
βNG(k) . (10)
where ∆c denotes the density threshold for halo collapse. It is clear that a scale-dependent β
NG(k)
could in principle give a distinctive detectable signature on the observed (tracers) power spectrum.
Biasing, a small-scale phenomenon, can affect the power spectrum on very large scales if the non-
Gaussianity induce strong mode-coupling between small and large-scale modes. For this reason, local
and inflationary non-Gaussianity leave a strongly scale-dependent signature on the halo clustering,
but other non-gaussianities such as equilateral and enfolded type have a much smaller effect [21].
This can be appreciated in Fig. (1) where we plot the magnitude of the scale-dependent factor βNG
for several choices of non-Gaussianities.
In other words, halo bias is sensitive to bispectrum configurations in which one of the three
Fourier modes is much smaller than the other two, the so-called squeezed limit. In the local case the
bispectrum in squeezed limit goes like 1/k3 while other models of primordial non-Gaussianity have a
less strong k dependence (e.g., 1/k). In the squeezed limit the GR correction f infl.GRNL scales like local
non-Gaussianity, making therefore the effect potentially accessible by observations.
It has been shown [21] that at the effects of the halo bias f infl.GRNL ' −1.6 and it behaves as
a local non-Gaussianity. This is not unsurprising: in the squeezed limit f infl.GRNL ∼ −5/3 (see Eq.
9) with a sub-dominant additive (negative) correction that goes like 1/k2 (i.e., like the orthogonal
template in this limit, which is a superposition of the equilateral and enfolded ones). In fact, due
to this correction we see –Fig.(1)— that at k > 0.01h/Mpc the effect of f infl,GRNL starts to deviate
from the local behaviour. An identical result is obtained when considering the f infl,GRNL obtained
in the Poisson gauge [72] (once the constant, pure gauge, modes appearing in the Poisson-gauge
expression are ignored), which is encouraging as we recover that measurable quantities are indeed
gauge-independent.
Note that since it is the squeezed limit that matters for the halo bias, the fact that different
approaches to compute f infl,GRNL coincide in this limit, highlights the robustness of the prediction.
Thus forecasts and constraints on fNL for the local case, obtained from the shape of the large-
scale halo power spectrum, can be suitably re-interpreted for f infl,GRNL . Since the scale-dependent,
non-Gaussian halo bias effect was presented in 2008, there have been several works on using the
effect to constrain local NG from available data and on forecasting the performance of the approach
from future data sets. Error bars on fNL obtained from current data range from optimistic ±20
e.g.,[65, 64, 73] to the conservative ±40 [75], far too large to be relevant for detecting f infl,GRNL .
However, forecasted error bars range form the more conservative ± few (e.g., [77, 68, 78, 74]) to the
optimistic ±0.1 (e.g., [71, 76]). This would indeed guarantee a highly significant detection of the GR
effect, if all systematic effects were under control (for examples of possibly systematic effects acting
both in giving false positive or false negative see [69, 79, 75]). It is encouraging that the forecasted
error-bars do not depend on the underlying assumptions about the cosmological model because the
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Figure 1: The scale dependence of the large-scale halo bias induced by a non-zero bispectrum. The
solid line shows the absolute value of βNG for the inflationary, GR correction large-scale structure
bispectrum. Note that the quantity is actually negative. The dashed line shows βNG for the local
type of primordial non-Gaussianity for fNL = 1; it is clear that the scale-dependent bias effect due to
the inflationary bispectrum mimics a local primordial non-Gaussianity. The dot-dot-dot-dashed line
shows the effect of equilateral non-Gaussianity and the dotted line shows the enfolded type both for
fNL = 1. Figure reproduced with permission from [21].
scale-dependent halo bias shows minimal covariance with cosmological parameters including non-
standard ΛCDM parameters such as dark energy evolution (e.g., [70, 74]). The smallest forecasted
error-bars are obtained employing the multi-tracers technique proposed in Ref. [66]. In fact the
measurement of the power spectrum shape on large scales is dominated by cosmic variance because
of the finite number of modes in the surveyed volume. While normally cosmic variance imposes an
error-floor on measurable quantities, here this can be circumvented by comparing the density field
of tracers with different bias. In this way, the relative bias of two (or more) tracers is not affected
by cosmic variance, it is scale independent in the absence of NG, but picks up a scale dependence
in its presence. If on large scales tracers are linearly biased but not stochastic, the error on fNL
is only limited by noise. More sophisticated techniques have been further developed using several
different tracers and optimally weighting them to minimise the statistical error on fNL e.g., [71]
and refs. therein. In the wide-field surveys era, a large faction of the full sky will be surveyed over
several wavelengths thus mapping widely differently biased tracers and making this approach feasible.
Compared to the standard approach, the multi-tracers one can reduce the error-bars on fNL by a
factor ∼ 10.
This opens up the possibility to clearly detect the horizon-scale GR signal from the next generation
cosmological surveys.
8
4 Towards GR corrections on all scales: a PN approach
In Sec. 2 we have seen that even on large scales, quantities computed beyond the linear approximations
are needed to describe some observable effects. And we have seen that there is a complex interplay
between sources non-linearities due to evolution, due to the fact that the observable quantity is related
in a non-linear way to the theoretically modelled quantity, due to the breakdown of the Newtonian
approximation and finally to the initial set up of perturbations. A unified description able to deal with
all these effects and work at all scales would be highly valuable. Here we describe an alternative route
which has been recently analysed: the Post-Newtonian approximation of cosmological perturbations.
Going beyond the Newtonian approximation and standard perturbation theory is certainly an
ambitious task and cannot be accomplished without some approximation scheme. A description of
the fully non-linear dynamics of the perturbations in the framework of GR can be carried out by
means of effective fluid description for small-scale non-linearities, as proposed in [40] or by means
of an effective field theory approach, as in [41]. An elegant framework to describe nearly FRW
space-time but where the deviations from the homogeneous density are not assumed to be small was
instead proposed in [42] and it is used to compare Newtonian and GR cosmology in [43]. Also, exact
analytical solutions of Einstein’s equations, can be important tools to investigate non-linear effects,
e.g., in studying the path of photons throughout inhomogeneities, although in simplified contexts or
in the presence of some symmetry in the problem, see e.g., [44] and [45].
Alternatively, we should seek for a relativistic and non-perturbative approach, capable to dis-
entangle the Newtonian from the relativistic contributions. The PN approximation of GR could
be the key ingredient for this purpose: it provides the first relativistic corrections for a system of
slowly moving particles bound together by gravitational forces and thus it can be used to account
for the moderately non-linear gravitational field generated during the highly non-linear stage of the
evolution of matter fluctuations on intermediate scales. It is a crucial improvement of both the
aforementioned approximations, as it could bridge the gap between relativistic perturbation theory
and Newtonian structure formation, providing a unified approximation scheme able to describe the
evolution of cosmic inhomogeneities from the largest observable scales to small ones, including also
the intermediate range, where the relativistic effects cannot be ignored and non-linearity starts to
be relevant. The key novelty is that the PN approximation has by construction a direct correspon-
dence with Newtonian quantities: the PN expressions are sourced only by the non-linear Newtonian
terms which can be extracted e.g., from N-body simulations. Such a correspondence becomes in-
creasingly important especially when studying frame-dependent quantities. Since we deal with the
perturbations with respect to a Newtonian background, it is preferable to choose gauges with a clear
Newtonian interpretation. The most suitable are therefore the Poisson gauge and the synchronous
and comoving gauge, which reduce to the Eulerian and Lagrangian picture for the fluid dynamics
in Newtonian gravity, respectively: see [46] for the fully non-perturbative comparison and [47] for
a recent discussion of the second-order GR gauge transformation developed in [48]. In the Poisson
gauge the metric perturbations remain small, even when the density locally blows up at particle
orbit-crossing (this is because Green’s functions act as a smoothing kernel) and there are not gauge
ambiguities. It is often used to calculate the photon path but it is not directly related to halo bias.
On the contrary, the synchronous and comoving gauge is suitable for halo bias calculations but it is
not well-defined beyond first orbit crossing.
It is also worth recalling that perturbation theory in the Lagrangian picture is more powerful
than the Eulerian one: one searches for solutions of perturbed trajectories about the initial position
of fluid element instead of the perturbing density and velocity fields, as in the Eulerian approach.
The important point is that a slight perturbation of the Lagrangian particle paths carries a large
amount of non-linear information about the corresponding Eulerian evolved observables, since the
Lagrangian picture is intrinsically non-linear in the density field. In Newtonian gravity both Eulerian
and Lagrangian perturbation theory were widely studied in the past: see e.g., [49]-[52] and refs.
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therein. For a clear comparison between Eulerian and Lagrangian perturbation theory and the
Zel’dovich approximation see [53].
Obtaining the metric in the PN approximation in the synchronous and comoving gauge is ex-
tremely challenging, mostly because the Newtonian background metric, yet describing non-linearities,
is space- and time-dependent, and the expression for the PN perturbation in the spatial metric, i.e.
the solution of the PN Einstein equations, is it not easy to obtain for all modes, see [54]. This very
fact has so far prevented from proceeding in this direction because of the computational complexity,
except for symmetric configurations, as the one we consider in section 4.3. Another approach is to
consider the PN approximation in the Poisson gauge, which is computationally simpler, e.g., because
the conformal spatial background metric is the Euclidean metric, and transforms to the synchronous
and comoving gauge in a non-perturbative way. This is the approach adopted in [46] and [55]. Al-
though it may appear complicated, it is rather very helpful, already in the Newtonian limit: most
derivations of the Newtonian limit of GR are coordinate-dependent, thus a precise understanding of
the Newtonian correspondence, e.g., between the Eulerian and the Lagrangian frame, has to be con-
sidered as the starting point for studying the gauge dependence when we want to add GR corrections
in a perturbed space-time from a non-perturbative perspective.
4.1 The Newtonian limit
The Newtonian limit in the Poisson gauge, defined in [56], is given by 3
ds2 = a2
[
−
(
1 + 2
ϕg
c2
)
c2dη2 + δABdx
AdxB
]
, (11)
where ϕg is the Newtonian gravitational potential. The point of view illustrated above is purely New-
tonian: the matter is viewed as responsive to the gravitational field given by ϕg and the Newtonian
order in the metric is established considering just the equations of motion for the fluid, the Euler
and continuity equation, i.e. the lowest order in the 1/c2 expansion of ∇aTaK = 0 and ∇aTa0 = 0,
where only the time-time component of the metric is required, with ϕg satisfying the cosmological
Poisson equation
∇2xϕg = 4piGa2ρbδ (12)
given by the time-time component of the Einstein equations, where ρb is the FRW background
matter density, δ = (ρ− ρb) /ρb is the density contrast and a(t) is the scale-factor, which obeys the
Friedmann equation. This implies that for a fluctuation of proper scale λ we have
ϕg
c2
∼ δ
(
λ
rH
)2
, (13)
where rH = cH
−1 is the Hubble radius. This very fact tells us that the weak-field approximation does
not necessarily imply small density fluctuations, rather it depends on the ratio of the perturbation
scale λ to the Hubble radius. That is why Newtonian gravity is widely used to study structure
formation at small scales, also in the non-linear regime. However, it is well-known that it fails to
produce an accurate description of photon trajectories: it is well know that the Newtonian estimate
of the Rees-Sciama effect and of gravitational lensing using the line element (11) is incorrect by
a factor of two. This is because when considering equation (11) as the Newtonian limit we only
account for the matter fluctuations, described by the gravitational potential, and neglect the spatial
curvature (the space is flat in Newtonian gravity) which does affect the path of photons. The correct
calculation involves the so-called weak-field limit of GR, which is valid for slow motions of the sources
3Indices notation: we use A,B, ... for spatial Eulerian indices, α, β, ... for spatial Lagrangian and a, b, ... to indicate
space-time indices in any gauge.
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of the gravitational field, but allows test particles to be relativistic. The related metric is perturbed
also in the space-space component, allowing only the PN scalar −2ϕg/c2, given by the trace part of
the space-space components of Einstein equations, which is the lowest PN contribution to the spatial
curvature. The weak-field approximation reads 4
ds2 = a2
[
−
(
1 + 2
ϕg
c2
)
c2dη2 +
(
1− 2ϕg
c2
)
δABdx
AdxB
]
. (14)
In the synchronous and comoving gauge the Newtonian dynamics is described in terms of the
mapping x(q, τ) = q + S(q, τ) between the Eulerian, i.e. evolved, position and the Lagrangian, i.e.
initial, position of fluid particles. The Newtonian limit in [54] is found by writing the spatial conformal
metric tensor as γαβ = δABJ Aα J Bβ where J Aα is the Jacobian matrix of the transformation of spatial
coordinates. As in the Poisson gauge, in this metric we find just what we need for the Newtonian
Lagrangian equations of motion, namely the Raychaudhuri equation, the continuity equation and the
momentum constraint.5
4.2 Towards the PN approximation in the synchronous and comoving gauge
The authors of [46] show that, from a GR perspective, writing the spatial metric in the synchronous
and comoving gauge as γαβ = δABJ Aα J Bβ leads to inconsistencies: e.g., the four-dimensional (confor-
mal) curvature not being preserved by the spatial transformation given above. This is not surprising:
at lowest order in the 1/c2 expansion in the Poisson gauge only the perturbation of the time-time
component of the metric contributes to the scalar curvature R, whereas in the synchronous and co-
moving gauge we need also one PN mode (the scalar χ, see below) in the spatial PN metric. Indeed
the four-dimensional (conformal) curvature at the lowest order in the 1/c2 expansion reads,
R = 2ϑ′ + ϑ2 + ϑµνϑνµ + (3)RPN . (15)
where ϑµν is the Newtonian peculiar velocity-gradient tensor and (3)RPN = −2D2χ,6
In order for the scalar R to be conserved at the lowest order, we have to start from the weak-field
metric in the Poisson gauge
ds2 = a2
[
−
(
1 + 2
ϕg
c2
)
c2dη2 +
(
1− 2ϕg
c2
)
δABdx
AdxB
]
. (16)
and consider the gauge transformation to the higher order, including the effect of the time transfor-
mation, written as
τ = η − 1
c2
ξ0(xA, η), (17)
keeping only the scalar part in the resulting PN transformed spatial metric. The PN weak-field limit,
becomes in the synchronous and comoving gauge, see [46],
ds2 = a2
[
−c2dτ2 +
(
1 +
χ
c2
)
J Aα J Bβ δABdqαdqβ
]
, (18)
where
χ = 2Hξ0L − 2ϕLg −ΥL. (19)
4We remark that the line element in eq. (16) is not referred to the so-called longitudinal gauge, where vector and
tensor modes are set to zero by hand at all orders and only the scalar mode in the spatial metric is present. Strictly
speaking, it is not even a gauge, since only one among the six physical degrees of freedom in the metric are allowed.
5Consistently, the Raychaudhuri equation transforms in the Eulerian frame in the Euler equation and the momentum
constraint in Lagrangian space is the irrotationality condition for the dust. Finally, the continuity equation is solved
exactly in the Lagrangian frame, see [54, 46].
6D2 = DσDσ, Dσ being the covariant spatial derivative in the Newtonian limit, is the spatial PN curvature.
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In the latter expression, the potential Υ is given by
D2Υ = −1
2
(
ϑ2 − ϑµνϑνµ
)
(20)
and for the time transformation we have7
ξ0 =
1
a
∫ η
ηin
a
(
−ϕg + 1
2
vAvBδAB
)
dη˜ (21)
and
vK =
∂ξ0L
∂qλ
J λF δFK , (22)
being ϕg the gravitational potential and v
A the Eulerian peculiar velocity.
Starting again from the weak-field metric and transforming the time according to (17), keeping
also the tensor part resulting from the time transformation, we are able to obtain also the (trace-
and divergence-less) PN tensor modes piαβ of the spatial metric
ds2 = a2
[
−c2dτ2 +
(
1 +
χ
c2
)
J Aα J Bβ δAB +
1
c2
piαβdq
αdqβ
]
, (23)
where
D2piαβ = DαDβΥ +D2Υγαβ + 2
(
ϑϑαβ − ϑαµϑµβ
)
. (24)
This metric in equation (23) represents the first GR correction to the Newtonian metric in the
synchronous and comoving gauge, in the sense that the PN scalar field χ and the PN tensors piαβ
are required at the lowest order in the energy constraint and in the evolution equation respectively,
whereas only the Jacobian spatial matrix J Aα is required for the (Newtonian) Raychaudhuri equation
and momentum constraint, see [54]. In other words, the metric (23) solve the complete set of the
Einstein equations, at the lowest order. The appearance of the tensor modes in the synchronous and
comoving gauge at the PN order, whereas in the Poisson gauge they are O(1/c4) is once again due to
the gauge dependence of the Newtonian approximation. The Lagrangian dynamical variable is the
peculiar velocity-gradient tensor, which in this gauge is given by the time derivative of the spatial
metric ϑαβ = 1/2γ
′
αβ = JαBJ B
′
β , where the second equality holds in the Newtonian limit. This is the
source in the equations for the PN spatial Ricci tensor (3)RαPNβ = DαDβχ−D2χδαβ +D2piαβ , namely
the energy constraint for χ
ϑ2 − ϑµνϑνµ + 4Hϑ− 16piGa2ρbδ = 2D2χ (25)
and the evolution equations (24).
In order to find the complete PN metric in synchronous and comoving gauge, where one more
scalar and the vector modes are needed, we have to start from the fully PN approximation in the
Poisson gauge (26), i.e. including a divergence-less vector contribution in the time-space component
and the higher-order scalar in the time-time component:
ds2 = a2
[
−
(
1 +
2ϕg
c2
+
Φ
c4
)
c2dη2 +
ωA
c3
cdηdxA +
(
1− 2ϕg
c2
)
δABdx
AdxB
]
(26)
and consider the higher orders in the transformation of the spatial coordinates and of the time.
7The constant of integration C(qα) in equation (4.35) in [46] represents the gauge freedom of the synchronous and
comoving gauge and can be set to zero.
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4.3 PN plane parallel dynamics
We specialise the PN Lagrangian dynamics in the synchronous and comoving gauge to globally plane-
parallel configuration, i.e. to the case where the initial perturbation field depends on a single spatial
coordinate8. The leading order of our expansion, corresponding to the Newtonian background, is
the Zel’dovich approximation [1], which, for plane-parallel perturbations in the Newtonian limit,
represents an exact solution. The peculiarity of this treatment, at any order, is that, while the dis-
placement vector is calculated from the equations at the required perturbative order, all the other
dynamical variables, such as the mass density, are calculated exactly from their non-perturbative def-
inition. Since the equations in Lagrangian coordinates are intrinsically non-linear in the density, what
comes out is a fully non-linear description of the system, which, though not being generally exact,
mimics the true non-linear behaviour; see also [82] for a re-analysis of the Zel’dovich approximation
in connection to the mildly non-linear range of scales probed by baryonic acoustic oscillations in the
matter power spectrum. The Zel’dovich approximation arises in Newtonian theory and one might
ask how to correctly extend it to GR. This problem has already been discussed a number of times,
often reducing to a standard second-order treatment in the synchronous and comoving gauge, as e.g.,
in [57], thereby partially missing the non-perturbative character of the Zel’dovich approximation. On
the contrary in the spirit of the PN approximation explained above, our approach aims at obtaining
a non-perturbative description of both metric and fluid properties (velocity-gradient tensor and mass
density), within the PN approximation of GR: our expansion in inverse powers of the speed of light is
fully non-perturbative from the point of view of standard perturbation theory; thus our results con-
tain all second and higher-order terms of standard perturbation theory calculations, as long as they
are PN and one deals with the plane-parallel dynamics. In our approximation scheme the Zel’dovich
solution represents the Newtonian background over which PN corrections can be computed as small
corrections.
The high symmetry of the plane-parallel configuration allows us solved the PN Einstein equations,
with linear and second-order initial conditions motivated by inflation. The PN Zel’dovich solution
reads, [58]:
γ11 =
(
1− τ
2
6
∂21ϕ
)2
+
1
c2
{[
5
108
τ2
(
(4 (anl − 1)− 1) (∂1ϕ)2 +
+ (4 (anl − 1)− 4)ϕ∂21ϕ
)
+
5
576
τ4∂21ϕ (∂1ϕ)
2
] (
6− τ2∂21ϕ
)− 5
54
ϕ
(
6− τ2∂21ϕ
)2}
γ22 = 1 +
1
c2
(
−10
3
ϕ+
5
18
τ2(∂1ϕ)
2
)
(27)
γ33 = 1 +
1
c2
(
−10
3
ϕ+
5
18
τ2(∂1ϕ)
2
)
.
This expression describes the plane parallel dynamics at all scales of interest: at smaller scales the
(exact) Zel’dovich Newtonian term is dominant, at intermediate scales it is taken into account the
PN contribution, including the primordial NG. Once expanded in standard perturbation theory, our
PN metric (27) reproduces the correct GR description up to second order at largest scales for one-
dimensional perturbations. This solution is valid as long as we restrict our analysis to suitably large
scales, where the cosmological dynamics is only governed by gravitational self-interaction of the dark
matter. At smaller scales the irrotational and pressureless fluid approximation breaks down and
shell-crossing singularities appear as an artefact of the extrapolation of this approximation beyond
the point at which velocity dispersion has become important. Let us just remark an important result
of this analysis of the final stages of plane-parallel collapse, a pancake-like singularity, related to the
cosmological backreaction. This (very controversial) topic is far outside the subject of the present
8In this section we also assume a vanishing cosmological constant
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paper; we refer to [59] for a review. An important result is, however, that caustic formation does
not affect the averaged quantities: both the spatial curvature and the matter density diverge but the
mean quantities keep perfectly smooth; see [58] for the explicit expressions. This shows that caustics
do not lead to any instability in the averaged quantities.
5 Concluding remarks
In this paper we have discussed some key examples of how a fully GR perspective of cosmology may
affect our interpretation of cosmological observables and modify the theoretical approach to LSS
evolution.
In particular, in section 2 we analysed the NG on large scales following [25]. Let us compare our
approach with that of [31]9, limiting to their results on large scales, and [35]. In [25] the authors relate
the GR density contrast to an effective potential by means of the kernel of Eq. (6). We note that,
considering local NG in the squeezed limit, which is the dominant configuration for halo bias, our
equation (9) and equation (A.12) of [31], obtained by simply Fourier transforming the density field,
give exactly the same contribution at large scales, i.e., f infl.GRNL ∼ −5/3 with a correction that goes
like 1/k2. The same result is obtained following [35], where the analytical approximate estimation
holds for local NG only. See also [36] for an alternative approach in the squeezed limit.
In most cosmological applications either Newtonian gravity is assumed (at small scales and late-
times where non-linearities are important) or (quasi-linear) relativistic perturbation theory around
a homogeneous background, at large-scales and early times. However, there are specific instances
where these two approximations are not sufficient. We have illustrated two of such cases: the study
of large-scale structures to horizon-size scales and the analysis of non-linear post-Newtonian effects in
the Lagrangian frame, which is a key ingredient e.g., to analyse the back-reaction of perturbations on
the average universe expansion rate (see, e.g., [38, 39, 59]) or the trajectory of relativistic particles in
the gravitational field generated by cold dark matter perturbations. Horizon-size GR effects induce
a correction f infl,GRNL to the primordial NG parameter, which governs the amplitude of the gravita-
tional potential bispectrum. The shape and amplitude of this bispectrum contribution is peculiar in
several aspects: i) Perturbations on super-Hubble scales are needed in order to initially feed the GR
correction terms. In this respect, the significance of this term is analogous to the well-known large-
scale anti-correlation between CMB temperature and E-mode polarization: it is a consequence of
the properties of the inflationary mechanism to lay down the primordial perturbations. ii) Standard
slow-roll single field inflation implies that the second-order comoving curvature perturbation is small,
and thus the primordial contribution to fNL is subdominant compared to f
infl,GR
NL . Consequently fNL
is non-zero (i.e., on the LSS there is an effect akin to primordial non-Gaussianity), even if inflationary
non-Gaussianity were to be exactly zero (|anl − 1| = 0). iii) The corresponding bispectrum is very
close to the local shape especially in the squeezed configuration (where the local shape is maximal)
and in this limit has a well defined amplitude f infl,GRNL = −5/3.
The squeezed limit of the bispectrum can be accessed directly via the so-called scale-dependent
halo bias: in the absence of non-Gaussianity (fNL = 0), different dark matter tracers, who populate
density peaks above a threshold, on large scales have a scale independent bias. This bias picks up
a marked scale dependence if fNL 6= 0. Thus results from any analyses done for the local type of
non-Gaussianity can be re-interpreted in terms of the GR effects of interest here.
While current surveys do not have enough statistical power to detect f infl,GRNL , forecasted error-bars
from future surveys guarantee a high significance detection and tight measurement of this quantity.
Of course, this holds provided that all systematic effects (both in the data and in the theoretical
modelling) are unimportant or can be kept under control. Recent work [67] has suggested that even
better signal-to-noise for NG could be obtained by considering the halo bispectrum at smaller, mildly
9See also [60] for the same approach at all perturbative orders.
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non-linear scales, rather than the power spectrum at large, linear scales. Of course, because of the
separation of scales the two statistics could be straightforwardly combined, dramatically shrinking
the error-bars on fNL. Some considerations however curb one’s immediate enthusiasm in translating
this into a dramatic improvement in the signal-to-noise for f infl,GRNL . On mildly non-linear scales and
away from the squeezed limit the bispectrum of GR effects non-Gaussianity is not strictly local. Still
this feature could be used for distinguishing f infl,GRNL from e.g., NG arising from multi-field inflation
models. Most importantly however, bispectrum forecasts have been performed under heavily idealised
conditions; for example, if bias (in the absence of non-Gaussianity) can be considered, linear, local
and deterministic on very large scales, it is a drastically more complex process on mildly non-linear
scales (see e.g., [80] for a painful, first-hand experience with bispectrum and tracers bias from actual
data).
Despite this cautionary note, there is an interesting synergy between LSS and CMB that can
be exploited to separate GR effects from those of a possible NG primordial signal. If the simplest
inflationary scenario holds, from future LSS surveys the halo-bias approach is expected to detect a
non-Gaussian signal very similar to the local type signal which is due to large-scales GR corrections
to the Poisson equation. This effect leaves no imprint in the CMB since f infl,GRNL is there only in
LSS. If primordial non-Gaussianity is local with negative fNL and CMB obtains a detection, then
the halo bias approach should also give a high-significance detection (GR correction and primordial
contributions add up), while if it is local but with positive fNL, the halo-bias approach could give
a lower statistical significance as the GR correction contribution has the opposite sign. Once again
the combination of these two observables can help enormously to test the basic tenets of modern
cosmology.
A second direction of investigation discussed in this paper is the idea of going beyond the New-
tonian approximation to study non-linear gravitational instability in cosmology. Recently PN-type
approximations in the Poisson gauge have been considered e.g., in [61], where the authors propose
a hybrid approximation of Einstein field equations, which mixes PN and second-order perturbative
techniques, and [62, 63] where an alternative approach to the Newtonian limit is proposed. The New-
tonian and the PN approximation, in both the Poisson gauge and the synchronous and comoving
gauge, deserve further investigation and the approach of [46] and [55] is essential to deeply under-
stand the connection between Newtonian gravity and GR in a cosmological context. Such results
actually only represent the very first step towards an ambitious goal: finding a unified approximation
scheme, from the linear to the non-linear scales, able to capture the most important GR effects on
the LSS of the Universe.
Recently some interesting and straightforward algorithms, able to capture some non-linear GR
effects in numerical simulations of LSS, have been proposed: these techniques rely on suitable remap-
ping from standard Newtonian N-body outputs (see e.g., [23, 83]. One may imagine that the ultimate
goal in GR cosmology should be that of performing numerical simulations of LSS formation using the
full set of GR equations. In spite of the complication arising from the need of simultaneously solving
several differential equations, one would have the tremendous conceptual advantage of dealing only
with hyperbolic evolution equations (see e.g., [2]), hence restricting the need of (e.g., periodic) spatial
boundary conditions to the construction of a self-consistent set of initial data (e.g., for the comov-
ing curvature perturbation field) satisfying the relevant constraint equations on a suitable Cauchy
hyper-surface. We envision that the next few years will be fruitful in these directions.
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